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G eom etric m agic num bers ofsodium clusters: Interpretation ofthe m elting behaviour
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Putative global m inim a of sodium clusters with up to 380 atom s have been located for two

m odelinteratom ic potentials. Structuresbased upon the M ackay icosahedra predom inate forboth

potentials,and the m agic num bersfor the M urrell-M ottram m odelshow excellentagreem entwith

the sizes at which m axim a in the latent heat and entropy change at m elting have been found in

experim ent.

PACS num bers:61.46.+ w,36.40.M r

The m elting ofsodium clusters has been the subject
ofnum erous recent studies. M uch ofthis interest has
arisen due to the availability ofhigh-quality experim en-
taldata,which hasalloweddetailed com parisonsbetween
theory and experim ent. In particular, the Haberland
group [1,2,3]havem easured thecaloriccurvesofm ass-
selected positively-charged sodium clusters with up to
360 atom s,from which the m elting tem perature (Tm elt)
and latentheatcan beextracted.ThevaluesofTm elt for
these clusters are on average one third lower than that
forbulk,and show variationsofup to � 50K depending
on the cluster size. There have been a num beroftheo-
reticalstudiesthat,using di�erentlevelsoftheory,have
investigated the origins ofthe size-dependence ofTm elt

[4,5,6,7,8].However,thepeaksin them elting tem per-
aturedo notseem to correlateeitherwith the electronic
orgeom etric shellclosingsofsodium clusters,and none
ofthose theoreticalstudies have been able to provide a
satisfactory explanation forthenon-m onotonicvariation
of Tm elt. Signi�cant progress was m ade in Haberland
etal.’s m ost recent paper,in which they observed that
theenergy and entropy changeson m elting providem ore
structuralinsightinto thesystem than Tm elt itself[9].In
particular,thesetwoquantitiesexhibitpronounced m ax-
im a at certain ‘m agic num bers’,som e ofwhich have a
clearinterpretationin term sofgeom etricstructures,such
as the M ackay icosahedra, whilst others rem ain unas-
signed. Therefore,a system atic investigation ofthe ge-
om etric structure ofsodium clusters in this size range
would be ofgreathelp in the identi�cation ofthe struc-
turesunderlying these m agicnum bers.

Previouswork on thestructureofsodium clustershas
forthem ostpartconcentrated on clusterswith lessthan
60 atom s [10,11,12,13,14,15,16]. By contrast,in
thisLetterwehaveattem pted tolocatethelowest-energy
structures ofsodium clusters for allsizes up to N = 380
usingthebasin-hoppingglobaloptim ization m ethod [17].
Such largesizesnecessitatetheuseofa m odelpotential,
and we have considered two di�erent form s for the in-
teratom ic interactions,nam ely the G upta [18,19]and
M urrell-M ottram (M M )[20,21,22]potentials.TheM M
potentialhasm oreparam eters,hasbeen �tted toawider
rangeofproperties,and exhibitsgood transferability[22].

Therefore,it is expected to be the m ore reliable ofthe
two potentials,butitisalso signi�cantly m oreexpensive
tocom pute.Theadvantageofconsideringtwopotentials
isthatwecan havegreatercon�dencein thosestructural
featuresthatarecom m on to both potentials.
In Figure 1,we have plotted the energiesofthe puta-

tive globalm inim a forthe two potentials,and Figure 2
showsthe structuresofsom e ofthe m agic num berclus-
ters.The energiesand coordinatesforallthe structures
are available at the Cam bridge Cluster Database [23].
ForN � 57 the G upta globalm inim a have been previ-
ously reported by Laietal.[14].
The Haberland group found that for N < 100 m any

sodium clusters do notshow a clear m elting transition,
but pass from solid to liquid without a pronounced la-
tentheat[3].Na55 standsin contrastto thistrend hav-
ing a particularly high m elting tem perature,but Na70
and Na92 also representexceptions[9]. Both potentials
exhibit a pronounced m agic num ber at N = 55, which,
as expected, corresponds to a com plete M ackay icosa-
hedron. Typically,there are two types ofoverlayer for
growthon thesurfaceofaM ackayicosahedron.The�rst,
the M ackay overlayer,continues the face-centred-cubic
(fcc)packing ofthetwenty fcctetrahedra m aking up the
M ackay icosahedron,and leadstothenextM ackay icosa-
hedron. By contrast,the second,the anti-M ackay over-
layer,addsatom sin sitesthatarehexagonalclose-packed
with respectto theunderlying fcctetrahedra.Typically,
growth startso� in theanti-M ackay overlayerbecauseof
a greaternum berofnearest-neighbourinteractions,but
then switchestotheM ackay overlayerbecauseitinvolves
lessstrain [24,25].
Interestingly, structures that do not adopt either of

these overlayersare prevalent for both potentials. The
m agic num ber at Na71, a possible explanation for the
experim entalfeatureatN = 70,providesa good exam ple.
Both potentialshavethesam eC5 globalm inim um ,where
the �ve facesaround the vertex ofthe 55-atom M ackay
icosahedron arecovered by a M ackay-likecap,butwhere
both the overlayerand core have been twisted with re-
spectto the idealM ackay sites.Thistwistincreasesthe
coordination num berofsom eofthesurfaceatom satthe
expenseofincreased strain and createsastructurewhere,
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FIG .1: Energy ofthe globalm inim a found for the G upta (upper panel) and M M (lower panel) potentials as a function of

size. Energiesare given relative to E m agic,which isa function �tted to the energiesofthe �rstfourstrongerm agic num bers.

E
G upta

m agic
= 0:0403� 0:2546N 1=3 + 1:2134N 2=3 � 1:1568N ;E M M

m agic = � 0:4788+ 0:5261N 1=3 + 0:9852N 2=3 � 1:1110N .

unlike both the anti-M ackay and M ackay overlayers,the
surface consists entirely off111g-like faces. A sim ilar
structure is a m agic num ber at N = 92 and involvesthe
coveringoften faceswith aM ackayoverlayer,which then
undergoes a twist distortion,giving rise to a structure
with T pointgroup sym m etry,instead ofC3v fortheideal
M ackay geom etry.Thesestructureslook likea hybrid of
the 55-atom and 147-atom M ackay icosahedra,because
they have triangular f111g faces ofsizes corresponding
to both the sm allerand largerM ackay icosahedra.

TheG uptapotentialdoesnotexclusivelyexhibitstruc-
turesbased on thesetwisted icosahedrain thissizerange.
Forexam ple,atN = 81 a structure where eightfacesare
covered by an anti-M ackay overlayeris the globalm in-
im um . This di�erence between the two potentials be-
com esm oreprom inentatlargersizes.Forexam ple,there
isa feature atN � 116 in the experim entalresultsthat
hasbeen interpreted in term sofa M ackay structurewith
15 ofthefacesoftheunderlying icosahedron covered [9].
Both potentialshaveclearfeaturesnearto thissize.For
theM M potential,thereisam agicnum beratN = 116and
atthissize there are two m inim a with alm ostthe sam e
energy. The second-lowest m inim um corresponds to a
twisted form ofthe structuresuggested by Haberland et
al.,and thelowest-energy isom erisbased on a 116-atom
Inodecahedron butwith thecentralringofatom stwisted

to rem ove any f100g faces. By contrast,the G upta po-
tentialhasa m agic num beratN = 115 thatcorresponds
toan Ih structurewith acom pleteanti-M ackayoverlayer.
This is an unusualfeature,since the anti-M ackay over-
layerisusually observed during the initialgrowth on an
icosahedron [24],but not when that overlayeris nearly
com plete.M oreover,thisstructureisvery high in energy
forthe M M potential.
Experim entally,Na147 is a prom inent m agic num ber,

and,again as expected,the M ackay icosahedron is the
globalm inim um atthissizeforboth potentials.However,
for the G upta potentiala m ore stable structure can be
obtained byrem ovingthetwelvevertexatom s,givingrise
to a m agicnum beratN = 135 (Fig.1).Thisfeatureisin
clearcontradiction with experim ent.
Forgrowth on the 147-atom M ackay icosahedron,the

di�erencesbetween theresultsforthetwo potentialsbe-
com e even greater. For the M M potential structures
based upon the twisted icosahedra continue to predom -
inate. However,the G upta potentialinitially exhibits
structures with a M ackay overlayer,and then switches
overto an anti-M ackay overlayernearto the com pletion
ofthisoverlayeratN = 267.
TheM M potentialexhibitsprom inentm agicnum bers

at N = 178,216,232 and 258,with weaker features at
184,190,200,206,222 and 238. These structures cor-
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FIG .2: A selection ofsodium clustersthatshow enhanced stabilitiesforthe (a)G upta and (b)M urrell-M ottram potentials.

Each structure islabelled by the num berofatom sand itspointgroup sym m etry.

respond to covering successive faces ofthe 147-M ackay
icosahedron with M ackay-like overlayers,but where the
core and surface again undergo a twist distortion. The
178-,216-,232-and 258-atom structures are equivalent
to the 71-,92-,101-and 116-atom structures described
aboveand correspond to covering allthefacessurround-
ing 1,3,4 and 6 verticesofthe underlying icosahedron.
These features are in good agreem ent with the experi-
m entalresults,which have clearfeaturesatN = 178 and
216,and a sm allersub-peak atN = 184. No experim en-
talfeatureshave yetbeen identi�ed atN = 232 and 258.
However,in this size range the data is sparse,and the
errorbarsare ofsim ilarm agnitude to the size variation
oftheproperties.Therefore,itwould bevery interesting
iffurther experim ents were conducted at these sizes to
exam inethe predictionsofthe M M m odel.

Interestingly,Haberland et al.suggested undistorted
M ackay structures to explain the m agic num bers at
N = 178 and 216 [9]. However,it is m ore usually found
that m ore stable structures are possible,when the �ve-
coordinate atom satthe cornersofthe added triangular
facesarenotoccupied.Forexam ple,thisleadsto m agic

num bers at N = 173 and 213 for Lennard-Jones clusters
[26]. The twist distortion ofthe icosahedra provides a
possibleexplanation forthisdi�erencein m agicnum bers.
Asaconsequenceofthedistortion,thecoordinationnum -
berforthecorneratom sincreasesfrom �vetosix,m aking
itm orefavourableforthese sitesto be occupied.

The m agic num bersforthe G upta potentialare com -
pletely di�erent in this size range,because ofthe pref-
erence for both undistorted icosahedralstructures and
em pty vertex sites.The m agicnum bersatN = 166,186,
201,216 and 241 arealldueto structureswith a M ackay
overlayer.Ifitwerefavourableforthesix-coordinatever-
ticesto be occupied,these m agic sizeswould instead be
atN = 173,196,213,230and 258.O nly if�ve-coordinate
siteswerealsooccupied would them agicnum bersbe178,
200,216,232 and 258. Analogousto the particularsta-
bilityofNa115 in thegrowthofthethird shell,thereisan-
otherm agic num beratN = 267 whosestructure involves
a com plete anti-M ackay layerwithoutvertices. Closeby
(N = 268),Haberland etal.found awell-structured pho-
toelectron spectrum ,butthey attributed thisfeature to
theexistenceofan electronicshellclosing ratherthan to
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high pointgroup sym m etry [9]. Furtherm ore,thiscom -
plete anti-M ackay icosahedra again liesvery high in en-
ergy forthe M M potential.
As for the third shell,the com plete M ackay icosahe-

dron is not a m agic num ber for the G upta potential,
butinstead an icosahedron with twelve m issing vertices
ism ore stable,displacing the m agic num berto N = 297.
TheM M potentialstillpredictsthe m agicnum berto be
at N = 309,but the di�erence in stability between the
297-and 309-atom structures is m uch sm aller. Indeed,
atN � 360 structureswith m issing verticesactually be-
com e m ore stable.The sim ilarbehaviourofthe two po-
tentialssuggeststhatthelossofvertex atom sisa robust
structuralfeatureforsodium ;thetwopotentialsonly dif-
fer in the size at which this e�ect �rst appears. These
resultssuggestthataplausibleexplanationoftheabsence
ofan experim entalm agicnum beratN = 309,buttheap-
pearanceofafeatureatN = 298,isthegreaterstabilityof
aM ackayicosahedron thathaslostitsvertices.However,
Haberland etal.found thatthem easured photoelectron
spectrum forNa298 isnotcom patible with such a struc-
ture [9]. Furtherm ore,on m easuring the photoelectron
spectrum ofNa309 asa function oftem perature,Haber-
land etal.found thata structuraltransition occurred at
about40K below m elting [9]. Paralleltem pering sim u-
lationsusing theG upta potential,however,did notshow
evidence ofany transitions prior to m elting for Na309.
Therefore,ourresultsareunableto o�era structuralex-
planation com patible with allthe experim ental�ndings
associated with the com pletion ofthe fourth icosahedral
shell,and theirorigin rem ainssom ewhatm ysterious.
Finally,for growth ofthe �fth icosahedralshell,the

sam e patterns continue, i.e.M ackay overlayers for the
G upta potentialand twisted icosahedra forthe M M po-
tential. In this size range,experim ents predict a peak
atN = 360,forwhich the M M m agic num beratN = 357
o�ersa possibleexplanation.
In sum m ary,our results support the conclusions de-

rived from Haberland etal.’srecentanalysisofthem elt-
ing behaviourofsodium clusters| nam ely thatthe clus-
tersin thissizerangearepredom inantly icosahedral.O f
thetwo potentialswehaveconsidered,thestructuresob-
tained for the M M potentialappear m ore reliable and
the m agic num bers are in excellent agreem entwith ex-
perim ent.In particular,we suggestthatthe experim en-
talfeatures at sizes interm ediate between the com plete
M ackayicosahedraareduetoicosahedralstructureswith
a M ackay overlayer,but where both the core and over-
layer undergo a twist distortion to give structures that
have only f111g-like faces. It is noteworthy that such
featurescannotbecaptured by a pairwise-additiveinter-
atom icpotential.
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